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: tack forces subject. to SALT II limita-
- irm tion -constituted-a-little.over 10.pers
The Central: “Intelligence ;Agency cent of total .defense spending.and|
yesterday discouraged any idea that a. .grew at a_slower pace than the total,”
the- CIA-'said-:in; wessmg Moscow’s
new US-Sovxetsu'atefihcarms 31967»77‘outhys.“~— Pt
?ntiwgemgﬁﬁipz&g. R ; - In that same penod, Soviet nervous-
“ of T T agree ness about_both their front and back
Conclusion of-a: SAL tly b doors.was reflected in.CIA estimates
ment along the lines c‘fg:;? syl wegi ‘that the-Kremlin doubled.its spending
discussed would not, in 0 3 :for forces along?‘:the NATO and cm-
growth of Soviet defense spendmg sig : nese borders:™: PR e
nificantly,” predicted  the CIA rl? tbl: J»The CIA Th tHi§ latest of several re-
unclassified version of a. m&mﬁg ports ‘on’_Soviet™ defense spending,
f:emd to the {omf. Econcmic tried - to pick *out - the significant.
‘trends:” It did**not ‘make any direct.
Since the Carter admmistratxon has comparisons with U.S. spending.
repeatedly pledged to keep up with ¢ In assessing the 1967-T7 period and-
the Soviet Union militarily, the view analyzing.'what is likely to happen.
from the CIA is for higher and higher next, these-were among the findings:
defense budgets in both nations, stra- ~® Soviet bomber. “The Soviets may
tegic arms agreement or not.. - - also be _developing- a-new -long-range
While the CIA'S assessment’ may bomber: I such a bomber were to be |
give ammumition to eritics of the-stra- deployed, it could be intrcduced intoy
tegic arms limitation.talks (SALT), Long Range Aviation umts by they
President Carter has based his pursuit early 19808 - |
of a SALT- agreement not on -saving - ® SALT: unpact.«A st.rateglc arms|
money but on making the world less control agreement along the.lines pro-
dangerous by reducing the nuclear ar-i posed by the Carter administration
senals commanded by Washington and “would probably Teduce the rate of
Moscow. Therefore, his pursmt is ex- growth of total Soviet defense spend-:
pected to continue." - v ing tgy ‘only. a%ut‘ 0.“:’1 percentage
‘Even though:the Soviet econom‘y is points per year>The resultingsavings
in no- great ff.;pe today and will slqw would amount’to.less:than 1.5 percent®
down further in the 1980¢, CLA said in of total defense-spending - projected
its 14+page report, “all of the evidence through the early-1980s in the absencv
available to. us on,Soviet defense pro=| of f‘is‘*gr::mentt‘;*“;“* R
grams underway.:and. tplmed —y (wwﬁv%ﬁlms;uegmabmu%
;e:‘;‘si" g‘a}f{ o&%.’:o;fng; spﬁdmg give a greater .priority. to-the- open—
“is likely to continue into the 1980s.",; ;crzdaﬁc ﬁ:omf, nn:Ine:rm po: eitnecéx::ta;cng«
From 1967 to 1977, the agency “said submarines . ...:Continued - procure--
in its report, Soviet defénse spen 'ment.of the Backfire, bomber. is. also -y

mcrea.sed by about4 to*&perpent« 2
year, “taking between lh'fo 13
of the gross national product: and a
sorbing about one-third of the’ mefal!
industry’s outputs* S

. “There 1s no‘indfczﬁom that ecoi‘

changes in defense. policy,™"
said, although,“modest alte_ratfons’
may be under considecation.» - o

Like" thernited“States“the Sovt
Union --spends. mosts of.- its.- detense
money on  nopniuclear  forces-<="th
troops, - tanks; ships..and: artillery: for
World = War~II-type -:warfare. - They|
would ‘not-be covered:under. a-SALT!
agreement and thus would continue toy
drive -up - Soviet'- military - spending.;
barring soman.egoﬁazed:.umt on. npn—
nuclear iorea.u. X 7 &
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range ‘ASW aircraft is possible, .-.”
. @ Soviet research. “The-resource
allocated” to military research “will
continue to-grow-into-the-1980s.)*--<+---
- ®-Cruise missile defense: “By-xthe
early 1980s we expect deployment of
new: low-altitude, ~surface-to-air mis-
siles and one-or more modified inter-
ceptors designed to engage‘low-flying]
targets’; like-the cruise missile Presi-
dent Carter-has’ decided tosxbuild tor
the 19803’ instead’ of the B1.homber:
‘William Perry, Pentagon researcn
director,.has said‘ the Soviets" greatess
weakness “in:- defendmg against . the
cruise missile-is lack of “look-down™
radars. The CIA said: “the Soviets will
probably- deplay® mew; ground-based,
air-surveillance: ra ~and. airbornef

likely, and introduction of a new longj
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aircraft carry- look-down: radar..i s>
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